Michae] Charles Miller
525 Cole Street
Aparunent 7
San Francisco, CA 94117
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag

will mean T am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Please. remember your charter from the Uruted States Congress and stop spending your time and our money
protecting billionaire boys club members while you ignore the abuses of the P-U-B—L—I-C airwaves!

Enough 1s enough! No more "protection’ of the corporate citizens at the expense of the actual human bemgs
who pay for your salary, your enforcement acts and soon, give up any access at all to the very public spectrum
you are charged to protect.

Remember the public. We, alone, own the airwaves, own the cable rights—of—way. own the satellite links. and
we, alone, are the true clients of the FCC.

Sincerely,

Michae! Charles Miller
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November 2, 2003

Coemmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commigsion
445 12th Street, NwW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| 'am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for dightal television As 2
consumer and eftizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would ba bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer elactronics must be rooted In manufacturers’ ability to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to vete features of DTVerecaption equipment wili enabie the studios to tell technologists
what new broducts they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers like me
actually want, and ft could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

It tha FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuelly be laas Ikaly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvars
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at tha behest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadcast tiag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Slheeraly,

Michael Deskevich
500 Lashiey St Unit 37
Longmont, CO 80501
USA




Shawn K. Quinn
i0377 Briar Forest
Houston, TX 77042

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Commmumnications Commission

445 |2th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition 10 the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adlopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communucations techniques used by television.

As an aspiring screenwriter and movie producer, this directly impacts my business. Open source software 15
more reliable and friendlier to my wallet and [ find 1t quite offensive that I may be bullied into spending more
money on software that does less, Worse, the broadcast flag may well help Microsoft continue their de facto
monopoly position, which is certainly not in the best interests of a sizeable proportion of computer users.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest i the equipment to view digtal television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. It is simply not in the best
mterests of the public.

Sincerely,

Shawn K. Quinn




Justin Weber
1193 Driver Place
Wescosville, PA 18106

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Conwrussioner Michael J. Copps

Dear FCC,

The Universal Studios vs. BetaMax lawsuit dictated that just because it is possible to infringe copyrights with
a device did not call for an outright ban of that technology. VCR's revolutionized the way americans watch
TV and enhance our life. With busy life styles it becomes impossible to imagine laws and regulations on
tume—shifung. My faith in lawmaking bodies is very faint. Prove me wrong. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

Justin Weber




Robert Kroker
4519 N. Gove
Tacoma, WA 98407

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". | am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside 1ts
proper role. Tt1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additicnally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm inncvation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Open sourse software is a way of hife for many programmers. Programmers like me! I don't even mind if some
company takes my software and uses it to make a profit or generate revinue. [ do have a problem with sone
one telling me I cannot use my skills and abilities to aid others and to contribute to the entertainment of all
mankirkl T don't think we would be too well off If Davinei was not allowed to share his visions. In tus way 1
think this would severly damage the entertainment industry. Please rethink this decision. and Tell the
entertainment producers that they need to provide for their viewers and not limit them.

Sincerely,

Robert Kroker
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Novembper 1, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D C 20654

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposttian ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital teievision As a
conrsumer and citizen, | feel strongly thet such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust competitive markat for consumer slectronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innavate for thair
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will anable the studios to teli technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't nacessarlly raflect what consumera like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionaitty

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be lags Iikely to maks an Investment In DTV-zapable recelvars
and other equipment | will not pay mora for devices that lImit my rights at the behest of Hollywosd Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you fer your time

Sincerely,

Rouben Tehakhmakhtchlan
809-5 Broekiey Drive
Scarborough, ON M1P 3J2
Canada
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Nevember 1, 2003

Commisstoner Michaet J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 1z2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopticn of "broadcast flag" technalogy for dightal television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatien, consumaer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rootad In manutacturers’ ablity to innovete for the!r
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studias to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessatrlly reflact what cansumers like me
actually want, and It ceuld reault In me being charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC lssues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkaly to make an Investment in DTV-capable recetvers
and other aquipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Rouben Tehakhmakhtehlan
809-5 Brockley Orive
Scarborough, ON M1P 3J2
Canada




Robert M. Loftus
20825 Hillside Drive
Topanga CA 90290

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Swreet, NW

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps.

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag”. 1 am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role It1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operaung systerns
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additonally. adoption of the broadeast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programumers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assurned that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do mere with
television programming, not less, Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast fag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to makmg it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Robert M. Loftus




Mark Rosenthal
62 Walnut St.
Arlington, MA (2476
Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Commnussioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their oppositon to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag”. | am writing 10 join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean | am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 11s
proper role. Tt is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operatmg systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adeption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techrques used by television.

Most Americans assumex that when television became digital., viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital televiston
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you 1o
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Mark Rosenthal




Daniel Garcta
2002 AIRLINE RD APT 1011
Corpus Christi, TX 78412
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Commnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
“broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broacdcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systams
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA, will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commurucations techmques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers we
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addinon to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Daruel Garcia




Joseph Corneli
3007 C Fruth St
Austin, TX 78705

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

This is the most important thing, and you've seen it before:

As a user of Free software. adoption of the broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital television
broadcasts on my computer,

That wouldn't be uce!!
Sincerely.

Joseph Comeli




Brenno de Winter
Amsterdamseweg 71
6712 GHEDE
THE NETHERLANDS
Commiissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 [2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps.

Thousands of American consurners have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I amn writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean 1 am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It 18 not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modhulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovatng in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consiumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal 10
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Brenno de Winter




[ et S LA A B RS A Y A

Nevember 2, 2003

Commissicner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest NW

Washington, D C 20584

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digtal televisian Asa
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, compatitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manutacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception aqulpment wliil enable tha studios to tell techneologlats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferler functionality

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess Ilkely to make an Invastment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Danlel Durkas

1275 Third Street

Waest Lafayette, [N 47906
UsSA
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November 2, 2003

Commissioner Michasl J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waghington, D & 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing ta volee my oppoaltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technalogy for dightal television As a
congumer and cHizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrenics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto festures of DTV-reception squipment will snable the studios to tell tachhologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necesasarlly reflect what consumers tike me
actuaily want, and It could resuit In me being charged more money for inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues 2 broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capatble recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleass do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

John Loureneo
4711 § Elm Ave
Fresano, CA 93708
Uusa
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November 2, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michasl Copps,

I am writing to velce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digttal television As a
consumer and clitizen, | feal strengly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, esnsumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive markeat for consuimer elactronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablitty to innovate for thelir
customers Alloswihg movie studlos to veto features of DTVsreception equipment will enable the studios to tell techmologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged mare maonay far Infariar functionsiity

If the FCC 1ssuas a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipmant | wili nat pay more for devices that limit my rights at tha bahast of Hollyweod Plaase do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digttal televisian Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jaequelene Steele
1695 Broadway #102
Ann Arbor, Ml 4B105
USA




Jamie Lynn Crawford
HC 73 Box 1727
Bryants Store, KY 40921

Comnussioner Michael J Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washingion, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag”. T am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast tlag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadeasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadeast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role Tt is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programners and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their conmibutions and constant
innovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
commumucations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programrmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consurners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television 1n addition to making 1t llegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you 1o
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Janue Lynn Crawford




Jack Senechal
311 Montford Ave
Asheville, NC 28801
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washungton, D.C. 20554

Dear Commmissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadeast flag" 1 am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place 10 effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additicnally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovaton is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The breadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able 1o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag 1s likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it 1llegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Jack Senechal




Michael Newman
1501 Lehigh Ave.
Lorain,Ohio 44052

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 §21h Steet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broacicast flag
will mean T am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that consuniers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
inovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
moadulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communjcations techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without inhovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal w
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the cgital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,

Michael Newman




Joln Borchard:
314 S. Prairie St.
Champaign, IL 61820
Comnussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition o the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". [ am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programimers and "tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
mixdulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming. not fess. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to makuing it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

John Borchardt




Ashley Bone
2710 S. Adams Street
Arlington, VA, 22206
Comirussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commussion
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control® which is outstde 1ts
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems
that conswmers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making 1t illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Ashley Bone




Alan Deger
280 London Ave
Lafayette, CO 80026
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside 1ts
proper role. It 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenis
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Addrtionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers”" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
mnovation 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assurmed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able o watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely.

Alan Deger
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November 1, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag® technology for dightal talevision As a
consumer and cltizen, | fael strangly that auch a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimete
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto feqtures of DTV-reception aquipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new praducts they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged mors money fof Inferior functionality

I the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be iess ilkely to make an Investment In ETv-capable receivers
and other aquipment | will hot pay more for devices that IImit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Mlchaal Bond
12069 La Salle Br
Conroe, TX 77304
USA




Michael D. Stemle Jr.
1808 Rebecca dr.
Champaign, I 61821

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which 1s outside its
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systerns
that consumners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadeast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
nnovatien 1s what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace.

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
miodulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techniques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

NOT ONLY THAT, but when GOVERNMENT begins restricting the rights of their constituants, we move
from being a free society to being an unfree one. Just because businesses want it, does not meant that it is a
goad 1dea. Thank you.

~ Michael D. Stemle, Ir.

Sincerely,

Michael D. Stemle Jr.




Christopher Lloyd Flesner
1455 E Rochelle Ave Apt 52
Las Vegas, NV 89115

Commissioner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washingron, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoption of a
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer.

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control” which is outside (ts
proper role Tr1s not the FOUT's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systemns
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers.

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open—source software are
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant
innovation is what makes open—source software able to compete in the marketplace

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—source implementations of VSB and QAM
modulators and demodulators, preventing open—source programmers from innovating in field of digital
communications techuiques used by television.

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television.
Therefore, the broadcast flag is [ikely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it 1llegal 1o
watch digital television on a computer using open—source software. It is for these reasons [ urge you to
promiote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Christopher Lloyd Flesner
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November 1, 2003

Commlssionar Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Cammlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to volee my opposttion to eny FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultlmate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to innovate for thelr
customers Allawing movie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will anable the studios to tell tschnolagists
what new products they can create This will reault In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers llke ma
actually want, and It eould result in me being charged more money for Inferlar functicnaltty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually te less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and ather aquipment | will not pay mofe for devices that limtt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal telavision Thank you for your time

Sinceredy,

Benjamin Ketensa

405 valencla Street

Apt 308

San Francisen, CA 94103
USA




